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Generally speaking, the mention of a?person or an
event in a work which professes to be a history is suffi-
cient evidence of the fact that such a person existed or

fcthat such an event happened To prove the existence of
Moses or Romulus no other evidence is required t>r can be

^forthcoming, except histories or the traditions on which
such histories as cannot always nave been wntten by
contemporary persons, rest Of course the evidence of
tradition and of history may be rejected if re*butted by
other evidence or if they are shown to be untrusworthy
for cogent reasons Pnma facie we may take it there-
fore, that the Pandavas and their opponents lived and
acted as described in the Mahabharata which professes
to be a history and not a novel, unless we are given
strong arguments to the contrary

The  negative  argument which is often used to dis-
parage these presumptions is sometimes  used without
much consideration   The absence of the mention <5f the
Pandavas in contemporaneous or later  Vedic literature,
if we devote a little thought to the subject, would be of QO
import whatever, unless it was further shown that their
mention therein was necessary    To take an extreme illus-
tration hundreds of books were written at the tune of ther
battle  of Par-de-burgh  and  have been  wntten since
But most of them contain no mention whatever of Lord
Roberts  or Lord Kitchener, undoubtedly the greatest
heroes  of the  present  day,   nor  even  of the  battle
It will be quite illogical to argue  that  because  these
books make no mention of Lord Roberts or Cord Kitche-
ner these men never existed     Since the great battle of

*Pampat which was fought between the Maiahtas  and